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1 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 70, 74-76, 82 and 83 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mello et al in view of Williams et al and Winstead (see 
abstract). 

Mello et al and Williams et al disclose the basic claimed method as already 
noted, the combination lacking the aspect of making at least one of the webs 
through continuous rotary extrusion molding. Note that Mello et al teaches a 
continuous vacuum or thermoforming for the webs but does not teach rotary 
extrusion molding. Newly applied Winstead (see the abstract, line 1) shows that 
"continuous thermoforming" to form containers and lids can also include rotary 
extrusion molding, and hence the latter would be considered to be an obvious 
way to thermoform a web material in a continuous manner. It would have been 
obvious to have modified the vacuum forming of the primary reference with a 
rotary extrusion molding as taught in Winstead dependent on the exact 
equipment available to perform the thermoforming. It also would have been 
obvious to have formed both the lids and the container bodies — ie, both webs- 
using a continuous rotary extrusion molding since such an operation would have 
been expected to be useful for making either container part. Ie, if one were to 
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employ equipment to make one web, certainly it would have been obvious to use 
such equipment to make the other web. 

2. Claims 77-80 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mello et al in view of Williams et al and Winstead (see 
abstract) and further in view of Andersen,, III et al generally for reasons of record 
as set forth in paragraph 1 , supra and paragraph 2 of the last action. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant submits that the references do not teach the instant rotary extrusion 
molding, nor would they render such obvious. However, newly found Winstead 
shows that rotary extrusion molding is a common way to thermoform containers 
and the primary reference is directed to thermoforming webs for containers. 
Certainly, it would have been obvious to have substituted one form of 
thermoforming involving rotary extrusion molding (Winstead) for another using 
vacuum molding (Mello et al). Given that Williams et al basically teaches the 
equivalence of a lamination nip and a lamination press, it is respectfully 
submitted that one of ordinary skill in the art would not have had any trouble 
substituting one for the other, regardless of the relative flexibility of the webs 
being processed. Perhaps the lamination conditions would have to be adjusted 
somewhat, but this is within the skill level of the art and the process parameters 
would have been readily determined through routine experimentation. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone 
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number is 571 272-121 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 
from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1 176. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal. Should you have questions on access to 
the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Vargot 
April 24, 2010 



/Mathieu D. Vargot/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



